1/21/76 


Dear 1^. Heyiif 

Your letter of the 19th gives me a isroblem I’ve thought of off and six on 
all day. What is best for you to start with? 

1 tbdLnk if you are going to achieve a real undorhtand of fact and evidence 
and restrict youraelf to one book you limit yourself and can and may well engaged in 
theorising that while it isay be lo^oal on the basis of what you knovi may be wrong. 

Tliere is no one of icy books that does not iiave bits and pieces of which you 
should know if you are to have a solid basis. You have also to begia with the under- 
standing that rather than an inveatigation there was n disinvostigation I 'owe ™Ti«»d 
a whitawaah and a covertjp. Therefore* the problem with the readily available evidence 
is apparent* it was neither oolleoted nor published to solve the crime or to lead 
to this. 

With the limitation of one book I hod difficulty in deciding between the first 
and tho last. The first is the basic book* covering the whole subject thoroughly. At 
first 1 was i n cli ned to send it. But the more I thought the more I came to believe that 
aside from the importance of some of the documents in the appendix of Post Mortem, and 
for doctrine I recommend the exeoutiveeeesalon tianscript of 1/22/76 as for evidence 
the unprecedented Burkley and related papers, it will give you tho beat overview of 
what was hidden and why it h|id to be. It deal with a mooh more aophistioatod operation 
tnau any oxhor book. You can t get its content from any other source. 

I sM not trying to push the other books. When they are out cf j-'i’int, as some 
are almost. I'll have a problem paying for reprinting. I think you should rend them all, 
including one out of print that the library there should hnve, Oswald l;i New Orleans, 
Tiiere is much that is relevant in Whitewash II, least in Photographic Whitewash which, 
however, is important in understanding the entire operation. Proir: the way you write 
I would think if for no other reason - and there are mapy - you would want HhitewashlV 
if only for the 90 pages of the formerly top secret transcript on vjhnt to do about the 
report that Oswald was an agent. Where the members went into other areas, as on the CIA, 
you ought to find it at loaat illuminating. The takxw book costs less than half as much 
as buying tho trancript which can bo bou^t now that I've shaken it loose. The accounts 
of my litigation In this ind In PM, uiilch is enclosed also should be quite helpful to 
your understanding, (it ia *10.75 plus Md. sales tax on the fi|0.00, as the enclosed 
flyer shows. 

I'm sorry about tb© typose but your letter, I'm geld to note, reflects your 
undcrctandiiig of ny problem and limitations. I’ve taken this time because- your" serious- 
ness is apparent. Hmiover, if you are as serious as I think you are, you are going to 
want to road then all* 


Sincerely f 


